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BSL Methodology and Guidance – Geo-Environmental Assessment Reports 

 

This Appendix provides information on the approaches, methods and guidance used by Brownfield 

Solutions Ltd in the preparation of this report.  

 

The term ‘geo‐environmental’ is used to describe aspects relating to ground‐related environmental 

issues (such as potential soils and groundwater contamination). The term ‘geotechnical’ is used to 

describe aspects relating to the physical nature of the site (such as foundation requirements). It should 

be noted that this is an integrated investigation and these two main aspects are related, unless 

otherwise specified within the report. 

 

Desk Studies are written in broad agreement with BS 10175:2011+A2:2017. The first stage of a two‐

staged investigation and assessment of a site is the Preliminary Investigation (BS 10175:2011+A2:2017), 

often referred to as a Phase 1 Desk Study Assessment, comprising a desk study and walk‐over survey, 

which culminates in the Preliminary Risk Assessment. A preliminary conceptual site model (CSM) is 

developed. From this are identified any geotechnical and geo‐environmental hazards and the 

qualitative degree of risk associated with them.  

 

From the geo‐environmental perspective, the hazard Identification process uses professional 

judgement to evaluate all the hazards in terms of possible contaminant linkages (of source‐pathway‐

receptor). Possible contaminant linkages are potentially unacceptable risks in terms of the current 

contaminated land regime legal framework and require either remediation or further assessment. 

These are normally addressed via intrusive ground investigation and generic risk assessment.  

 

The second stage is the Ground Investigation, Generic Risk Assessment and Geotechnical 

Interpretation. This represents the further assessment mentioned above. The Ground Investigation 

comprises field work and laboratory testing based on the findings of the Preliminary Risk Assessment, 

to reduce uncertainty in the geotechnical and geo‐environmental hazard identification. This may 

include the exploratory, main and supplementary Investigations described in BS 10175:2011+A2:2017.   
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Legislative Background  

 

Environmental liabilities and risks have been evaluated in terms of a source ‐pathway ‐ target relationship in accordance 

with the approach set out in:  

 

 The 1995 Environment Act; 

 The Contaminated Land (England) Regulations 2000;  

 The DETR circular 02/2000 Environmental Protection Act 1990: Part IIA Contaminated Land.  

 

Contaminated land is defined within the legislative framework as land which is in such condition by reason of substances 

in, on or under the land that: 

 

1) Significant harm is being caused or there is a significant possibility of such harm being caused; 

2) Significant pollution of controlled waters is being or is likely to be caused. 

 

The potential for harm is based on the presence of three factors: 

 

 Source ‐ substances that are potential contaminants or pollutants that may cause harm; 

 Pathway ‐ a potential route by which contaminants can move from the source to the receptor;  

 Receptor ‐ a receptor that may be harmed, for example the water environment, humans and water. 

 

Where a source, pathway and target are all present a pollutant linkage exists and there is potential for harm to be caused. 

The presence of a source does not automatically imply that a contamination problem exists, since contamination must be 

defined in terms of pollutant linkages and unacceptable risk of harm. The nature and importance of both pathways and 

receptors are site specific and will vary according to the intended end use of the site, its characteristics and its 

surroundings. 

 

The key principle which supports the SPR approach is ‘suitable for use’ criteria. This requires remedial action only where 

contamination is considered to pose unacceptable actual or potential risks to health or the environment and, taking into 

account the proposed use of the site. 

 

Relevant Guidance Documents 

This report has been prepared in accordance with the list of guidance below however the list is not exhaustive: 

 

 DETR Circular 02/2000, Contaminated Land: Implementation of Part IIA of the Environmental Protection Act 

1990. 

 CLR11 – Model Procedures. 

 Brownfields – Managing the development of previously developed land – A client’s guide, CIRIA 2002. 

 DEFRA and Environment Agency publications CLR7 – 10, supported by the TOX guides and SGV guides, dated 

March 2002. 

 Environment Agency technical advice to third parties on Pollution of Controlled Waters for Part IIA of the 

EPA1990, May 2002. 

 Contamination and Environmental Matters ‐ Their implications for Property Professionals (2nd Edition RICS Nov 

2003). 

 BS 10175:2011+A2:2017. 

 

Relevant Legislative Documents 

The following is a non‐exhaustive list of legislative framework documents that has been considered in the production of 

this report: 

 

• The Environmental Protection Act 1990: Part 2A Contaminated Land Statutory Guidance (2012). 

• The Environment Protection Act (1990). 

• The Water Resources Act (1991). 

• The Environment Act (1995). 

• The Contaminated Land (England) Act (2000). 

• The Pollution Prevention and Control (England and Wales) Regulations (2000). 

• The Landfill Regulations (England and Wales) Regulations (2002). 

• The Landfill (England and Wales) (Amendment) Regulations (2004). 

• Contaminated Land (England) Regulations (2012). 

• Health and Safety at Work Act. 
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Contaminated Land Risk Assessment 

 

Contaminated Land Risk Assessment is a technique that identifies and considers the associated risk, determines whether 

the risks are significant and whether action needs to be taken.  The four main stages of risk assessment are: 

 

Hazard Identification            Hazard Assessment           Risk Estimation          Risk Evaluation 

 

CLR11 outlines the framework to be followed for risk assessment in the UK. The framework is designed to be consistent 

with UK legislation and policies including planning.  The starting point of the risk assessment is to identify the context of 

the problem and the objectives of the process.  Under CLR11, three tiers of risk assessment exist ‐ Preliminary, Generic 

Quantitative and Detailed Quantitative.   

 

Formulating and developing a conceptual model for the site is an important requirement of risk assessment, this supports 

the identification and assessment of pollutant linkages. Development of the conceptual model forms the main part of 

preliminary risk assessment, and the model is subsequently refined or revised as more information and understanding is 

obtained through the risk assessment process.  

 

Risk is a combination of the likelihood of an event occurring and the magnitude of its consequences. Therefore, both the 

likelihood and the consequences of an event must be taken into account when assessing risk.  

 

The risk assessment process needs to take into account the degree of confidence required in decisions.  Identification of 

uncertainties is an essential step in risk assessment. 

 

The likelihood of an event is classified on a four‐point system using the following terms and definitions from CIRIA C552: 

 

 High likelihood:  There is a pollution linkage and an event appears very likely in the short term and almost inevitable 

over the long term, or there is evidence at the receptor of harm or pollution; 

 

 Likely: There is a pollution linkage and all the elements are present and in the right place, which means it is probable 

that an event will occur.  Circumstances are such that the event is not inevitable, but possible in the short term and 

likely over the long term; 

 

 Low likelihood: There is a pollution linkage and circumstances are possible under which an event could occur.  

However, it is by no means certain even over a longer period such event would take place, and is less likely in the 

short term; 

 

 Unlikely: There is a pollution linkage but circumstances are such that it is improbable the event would occur even in 

the long term. 

 

The severity is also classified using a system based on CIRIA C552. The terms and definitions are: 

 

 Severe: Short term (acute) risk to human health likely to result in ‘significant harm’ as defined by the Environment 

Protection Act 1990, Part IIA.  Short‐term risk of pollution of sensitive water resources. Catastrophic damage to 

buildings or property.  A short‐term risk to a particular ecosystem or organism forming part of that ecosystem (note 

definition of ecosystem in ‘Draft Circular on Contaminated Land’, DETR 2000);  

Examples – High concentrations of contaminant on surface of recreation area, major spillage of contaminants from 

site into controlled waters, explosion causing building to collapse; 

 

 Medium: Chronic damage to human health (‘significant harm’ as defined in DETR 2000).  Pollution of sensitive water 

resources.  A significant change in a particular ecosystem or organism forming part of that ecosystem (note definition 

of ecosystem in ‘Draft Circular on Contaminated Land’, DETR 2000); 

Examples - Concentrations of contaminants exceed the generic assessment criteria, leaching of contaminants from a 

site to a Principal or Secondary Aquifer, death of species within a designated nature reserve; 

 

 Mild:  Pollution of non‐sensitive water resources. Significant damage to crops, buildings, structures and services 

(‘significant harm’ as defined in ‘Draft Circular on Contaminated Land’, DETR 2000). Damage to sensitive buildings, 

structures, services or the environment;  

Examples – Pollution of non-classified groundwater or damage to buildings rendering it unsafe to occupy.  

 

 Minor: harm, not necessarily significant harm, which may result in financial loss or expenditure to resolve. Non‐

permanent health effects to human health (easily prevented by use of personal protective clothing etc). Easily 

repairable effects of damage to buildings, structures and services.  
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Examples – Presence of contaminants at such concentrations PPE is required during site work, loss of plants in 

landscaping scheme or discolouration of concrete. 

 

Once the likelihood and severity have been determined, a risk category can be assigned using the table below. 

 

Consequences 

Severe Medium Mild Minor 

P
ro

b
a

b
il

it
y

 

Highly likely Very high High Moderate Moderate/low 

Likely High Moderate Moderate/low Low 

Low likelihood Moderate Moderate/low Low Very low 

Unlikely Moderate/low Low Very Low Very low 

No Linkage No risk 

 

Definitions of the risk categories obtained from the above table are as follows together with an assessment of the further 

work that might be required: 

 

• Very high:  There is a high probability that severe harm could arise to a designated receptor from an identified hazard 

or there is evidence that severe harm is currently happening. This risk, if realised, could result in substantial liability.  

Urgent investigation and remediation are likely to be required; 

 

• High:  Harm is likely to arise to a designated receptor from an identified hazard. Realisation of the risk is likely to 

present a substantial liability.  Urgent investigation is required and remedial works may be necessary in the short 

term and are likely over the longer term; 

 

• Moderate:  It is possible that harm could arise to a designated receptor from an identified hazard.  However, it is 

either relatively unlikely that any such harm would be severe, or if any harm were to occur it would be more likely to 

be relatively mild. Investigation is normally required to clarify the risk and determine the liability. Some remedial 

works may be required in the longer term; 

 

• Low:  It is possible that harm could arise to a designated receptor from an identified hazard, but it is likely that this 

harm, if realised, would at worst normally be mild;  

 

• Very Low:  There is a low possibility that harm could arise to a receptor.  In the event of such harm being realised, it 

is not likely to be severe.  

 

Some linkages may be identified which constitutes a theoretical connection between a source and a receptor, but 

professional judgement shows them not to be possible for some reason.   These are labelled ‘no linkage’ in the summary 

table and no further action is required.  
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Ground Gas Guidance 

 
Redevelopment on brownfield sites is an ever increasing occurrence, including those sites where a potential ground gas 

issue is present.  

 

BS8485:2015+A1:2019 and CIRIA C665 is the current guidance which gives up‐to‐date advice on all aspects of ground gas. 

It outlines good practice in investigation, the collection of relevant data and monitoring programmes in a risk‐based 

approach to gas contaminated land. Two semi‐quantitative methods are set out for the assessment of risk: 

 

1 For low rise housing with a ventilated under floor void at minimum 150 mm (Boyle and Witherington); 

2 For all other development types (Wilson and Card). 

 

Both methods use the concept of Gas Screening Values (GSVs) to identify levels of risk. The mitigation and management 

of potentially unacceptable risk is described with reference to both passive and active systems of gas.  Source removal is 

also discussed as an option.  

 

CIRIA C665 and the advice it contains has been prepared to be generally consistent with CLR11 Model Procedures for the 

management of land contamination (Defra and Environment Agency, 2004a).  The aim of CIRIA C665 is a consistent 

approach to decision making, particularly relating to the scope of protective design measures on a site specific basis. 

 

Legislative Framework 

CIRIA C665 provides technical guidance however also recognises the context into which the guidance has to be employed. 

Government policy is based upon a “suitable for use approach”, which is relevant to both the current and proposed future 

use of land. When considering the current use of land, Part IIA of the Environment Protection Act 1990 provides the 

regulatory regime. The presence of hazardous ground gases could provide the “source” in a “pollutant linkage” which 

could lead the regulator to determine that considerable harm or there is a significant possibility of such harm being 

caused. Under such circumstances, the regulator would determine the land to be “contaminated land” under the 

provisions of the Act, setting out the process of remediation as described in the DETR Circular 02/2000 Statutory guidance 

on contaminated land (DETR, 2000a).  

 
Frequency and Duration of Monitoring 
The monitoring period for a specific site covers the “worst case” scenario. A “worst case” scenario will occur during falling 

atmospheric pressure and, in particular, weather conditions such as rainfall, frost and dry weather.  

 

The benefits of the additional information and whether it is likely to change the scope of gas protection should be 

considered, as are the consequences of failing to characterise adequately pollutant linkages. Investigations concerned 

with soil gas are required to provide monitoring data sufficient to allow prediction of worst case conditions enabling the 

confident assessment of risk and subsequent design of appropriate gas protection schemes. Monitoring programmes 

should not be an academic exercise in data collection.  

 

Below are matrices that will aid in determining an appropriate number of gas monitoring visits and the length of 

monitoring period.  

 
Typical/idealised periods of monitoring 

 

 
Generation of Potential Source 

Very Low Low Moderate High Very High 

S
e
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v
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f 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

Low 

(Commercial) 
1 month 2 months 3 months 6 months 

12 

months 

Moderate 

(Flats) 
2 months 3 months 6 months 

12 

months 

24 

months 

High 

(Residential with 

Gardens) 

3 months 6 months 6 months 
12 

months 

24 

months 
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Typical/idealised frequency of monitoring 

 

 
Generation of Potential Source 

Very Low Low Moderate High Very High 
S

e
n
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Low 

(Commercial) 
4 6 6 12 12  

Moderate 

(Flats) 
6 6 9 12  24  

High 

(Residential with 

Gardens) 

6 9 12 24 24  

 

Note 

1 NHBC guidance also recommends this period of monitoring (Boyle and Witherington, 2007). 

2 There is no industry consent over “high”, “medium” or “low” generation potential of source. 

3 At least two sets of readings should be at low and falling atmospheric pressure (but not restricted to periods 

below <1000 mb) known as worst case conditions. Historical data can be used as part of the data set (Table 5.5b). 

 
It is recommended that newly installed monitoring wells are left for 24 hours to allow the soil gas to reach equilibrium. It 

should be recognised, however, that some soil gas regimes could take considerably longer (up to seven days).  

Interpretation of any initial readings should take this equilibrium process into account. 

  



 BSL Methodology and Guidance 

 

 

Contaminated Land Screening Values 

 

In assessing the potential for contamination Brownfield Solutions Limited (BSL) follows UK guidance and current best 

practice.   

 

General 

The current recommended method for assessing contamination is on the basis of: 

 

Source-Pathway-Receptor 

 

Where any one of these “pollution linkages” is absent there is deemed to be no risk. 

 

Fundamentally receptors can be considered as humans and controlled waters (surface and ground waters). 

 

The purpose of using Tier 1 screening levels is to have a simple means of assessing the potential contamination of a site 

and to inform decisions on whether further investigation is warranted or whether an option to undertake clean up based 

on the data to hand is cost effective. 

 

Human Health 

Current UK guidance is provided by DEFRA and the Environment Agency (EA).  Publications forming part of the guidance 

include; CLEA Model, toxicological reports and soil guideline values (SGV), collectively referred to as the CLEA Guidance.  

The CLEA Guidance has included a number of publications which have provided initial screening values for soil 

contamination based on standard land uses and soil assumptions. 

 

CLEA guidance has gone through a number of revisions, all of the original SGV’s that were published have been withdrawn 

and publication of new SGV’s commenced in 2009. 

 

For determinands where no SGVs are available, S4UL values have been published using the CLEA 1.06 Model.  These are 

the third set of generic assessment criteria generated by CIEH, and replace the previous two sets of GACs.  The revised 

S4UL values are based on greater knowledge of relevant toxicology and further consideration of exposure frequencies. 

 

No SGV or S4UL is available for lead as this is derived based on blood lead levels.  C4SL values for six determinands including 

lead was published by DEFRA/CL:AIRE in December 2014 and they represent a low risk as opposed to minimal risk. The 

C4SL values are based on a sandy loam with 6% Soil Organic Matter.  These screening values were published by DEFRA for 

Part 2A use, although with the dual purpose for use under planning. However these have not been officially accepted by 

Local Government for use under planning.  S4ULs remain the first reference due to the broader range of end uses and soil 

organic content. 

 

The preference from the EA is that site specific screening levels are used wherever possible.  Due to numerous factors it is 

not always possible to utilise site specific values.  In these instances the following data sources are used in the order of 

preference given below: 

 CIEH S4UL values (derived by CIEH/LQM) 

 DEFRA/CL:AIRE C4SL’s 

 CL:AIRE GAC values  

 Current UK SGV’s   

 Guidance from other European countries 

 Guidance from the outside Europe 

Controlled Waters 

The European Water Framework Directive (WFD) became UK law in December 2003.  It was created to ensure that 

European countries manage their rivers, groundwater and lakes so that they stay healthy for people and for wildlife.  

 

This is achieved by the use of chemical standards for surface waters and groundwater.  These values describe 

concentrations of chemicals that are not expected to cause harm to environmental organisms or human health, provided 

they are not exceeded. The same chemical may have several standards for different environmental regimes, and for 

different protection objectives. 

 

Statutory Standards are set in legislation and if exceeded, this constitutes non‐compliance with statutory obligations.  

European Directives are implemented in England and Wales by corresponding statutory instruments (i.e. regulations).  

The statutory instruments can be the exact same standards as they appear in the Directive or be more stringent.  

 

A number of non‐statutory standards also exist, these are set by various organisations (including the EA) for chemicals 

that are considered to be of concern, but are not covered by any specific legislation. 
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The chemical standards used in the UK to control impaction of contamination on controlled waters are Environmental 

Quality Standards (EQS).  The EQS’s cover a large number of compounds.   

 

Where certain compounds are not covered by the EQS these are commonly compared to the UK Drinking Water Standards 

(DWS). 

 

Further Assessment 

When screening values are exceeded then further consideration is required.  This could include the use of simple 

measures to break the pollution pathway and mitigate the risk, further more detailed investigation, including the deriving 

of site specific values to better define the risk and to design appropriate remedial measures.  

   



Brownfield Solutions Ltd Generic Assessment Criteria (GAC)

Source Contaminant Unit

SOM (%) 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6

LQM S4UL Arsenic mg/kg 37 37 37 40 40 40 640 640 640 79 79 79 170 170 170

LQM S4UL Cadmium mg/kg 11 11 11 85 85 85 190 190 190 120 120 120 532 532 532

LQM S4UL Chromium (III) mg/kg 910 910 910 910 910 910 8600 8600 8600 1500 1500 1500 33000 33000 33000

LQM S4UL Chromium (VI) mg/kg 6 6 6 6 6 6 33 33 33 7.7 7.7 7.7 220 220 220

LQM S4UL Copper mg/kg 2400 2400 2400 7100 7100 7100 68000 68000 68000 12000 12000 12000 44000 44000 44000

C4SL Lead mg/kg 200 200 200 330 330 330 2300 2300 2300 760 760 760 1400 1400 1400

LQM S4UL Mercury, Elemental mg/kg 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 58 58 58 16 16 16 30 30 30

LQM S4UL Nickel mg/kg 180 180 180 180 180 180 980 980 980 230 230 230 3400 3400 3400

LQM S4UL Selenium mg/kg 250 250 250 430 430 430 12000 12000 12000 1100 1100 1100 1800 1800 1800

LQM S4UL Zinc mg/kg 3700 3700 3700 40000 40000 40000 730000 730000 730000 81000 81000 81000 170000 170000 170000

LQM S4UL Phenol (total) mg/kg 280 550 1100 750 1300 2300 760 1500 3200 760 1500 3200 760 1500 3200

LQM S4UL Acenaphthene mg/kg 210 510 1100 3000 4700 6000 84000 97000 100000 15000 15000 15000 29000 30000 30000

LQM S4UL Acenaphthylene mg/kg 170 420 920 2900 4600 6000 83000 97000 100000 15000 15000 15000 29000 30000 30000

LQM S4UL Anthracene mg/kg 2400 5400 11000 31000 35000 37000 520000 540000 540000 74000 74000 74000 150000 150000 150000

LQM S4UL Benz(a)anthracene mg/kg 7.2 11 13 11 14 15 170 170 180 29 29 29 49 56 62

LQM S4UL Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 2.2 2.7 3.0 3.2 3.2 3.2 35 35 36 5.7 5.7 5.7 11 12 13

LQM S4UL Benzo(b)fluoranthene mg/kg 2.6 3.3 3.7 3.9 4 4 44 44 45 7.1 7.2 7.2 13 15 16

LQM S4UL Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 320 340 350 360 360 360 3900 4000 4000 640 640 640 1400 1500 1600

LQM S4UL Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 77 93 100 110 110 110 1200 1200 1200 190 190 190 370 410 440

LQM S4UL Chrysene mg/kg 15 22 27 30 31 32 350 350 350 57 57 57 93 110 120

LQM S4UL Dibenz(a,h)anthracene mg/kg 0.24 0.28 0.30 0.31 0.32 0.32 3.5 3.6 3.6 0.57 0.57 0.58 1.1 1.3 1.4

LQM S4UL Fluoranthene mg/kg 280 560 890 1500 1600 1600 23000 23000 23000 3100 3100 3100 6300 6300 6400

LQM S4UL Fluorene mg/kg 170 400 860 2800 3800 4500 63000 68000 71000 9900 9900 9900 20000 20000 20000

LQM S4UL Indeno(1,2,3,cd)pyrene mg/kg 27 36 41 45 46 46 500 510 510 82 82 82 150 170 180

LQM S4UL Naphthalene mg/kg 2.3 5.6 13 2.3 5.6 13 190 460 1100 4900 4900 4900 1200 1900 3000

LQM S4UL Phenanthrene mg/kg 95 220 440 1300 1500 1500 22000 22000 23000 3100 3100 3100 6200 62000 6300

LQM S4UL Pyrene mg/kg 620 1200 2000 3700 3800 3800 54000 54000 54000 7400 7400 7400 15000 15000 15000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 5 - 6 mg/kg 42 78 160 42 78 160 3200 5900 12000 570000 590000 600000 95000 130000 180000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 6 - 8 mg/kg 100 230 530 100 230 530 7800 17000 40000 600000 610000 620000 150000 220000 320000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 8 - 10 mg/kg 27 65 150 27 65 150 2000 4800 11000 13000 13000 13000 14000 18000 21000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 10 - 12 mg/kg 130 330 760 130 330 770 9700 23000 47000 13000 13000 13000 21000 23000 24000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 12 - 16 mg/kg 1100 2400 4300 1100 2400 4400 59000 82000 90000 13000 13000 13000 25000 25000 26000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 16 - 35 mg/kg 65000 92000 110000 65000 92000 110000 1600000 1700000 1800000 250000 250000 250000 450000 480000 490000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aliphatic EC 35 - 44 mg/kg 65000 92000 110000 65000 92000 110000 1600000 1700000 1800000 250000 250000 250000 450000 480000 490000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 5 - 7 mg/kg 70 140 300 370 690 1400 26000 46000 86000 56000 56000 56000 76000 84000 92000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 7 - 8 mg/kg 130 290 660 860 1800 3900 56000 110000 180000 56000 56000 56000 87000 95000 100000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 8 - 10 mg/kg 34 83 190 47 110 270 3500 8100 17000 5000 5000 5000 7200 8500 9300

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 10 - 12 mg/kg 74 180 380 250 590 1200 16000 28000 34000 5000 5000 5000 9200 9700 10000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 12 -16 mg/kg 140 330 660 1800 2300 2500 36000 37000 38000 5100 5100 5000 10000 10000 10000

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 16 - 21 mg/kg 260 540 930 1900 1900 1900 28000 28000 28000 3800 3800 3800 7600 7700 7800

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 21 - 35 mg/kg 1100 1500 1700 1900 1900 1900 28000 28000 28000 3800 3800 3800 7800 7800 7900

LQM S4UL Petroleum Hydrocarbons Aromatic EC 35 - 44 mg/kg 1100 1500 1700 1900 1900 1900 28200 28200 28200 3800 3800 3800 7800 7800 7900

LQM S4UL Benzene mg/kg 0.087 0.17 0.37 0.38 0.7 1.4 27 47 90 72 72 73 90 100 110

LQM S4UL Toluene mg/kg 130 290 660 880 1900 3900 56000 110000 180000 56000 56000 56000 87000 95000 100000

LQM S4UL Ethyl Benzene mg/kg 47 110 260 83 190 440 5700 13000 27000 24000 24000 25000 17000 22000 27000

LQM S4UL Xylene - o mg/kg 60 140 330 88 210 480 6600 15000 33000 41000 42000 43000 17000 24000 33000

LQM S4UL Xylene - m mg/kg 59 140 320 82 190 450 6200 14000 31000 41000 42000 43000 17000 24000 32000

LQM S4UL Xylene - p mg/kg 56 130 310 79 180 430 5900 14000 30000 41000 42000 43000 17000 23000 31000

CL:AIRE 2010 MTBE (methyl tert-butyl ether) mg/kg 49 84 160 49 84 160 7900 13000 24000 49 84 160 49 84 160

LQM S4UL Chloroethene (Vinyl Chloride) mg/kg 0.00064 0.00087 0.0014 0.00077 0.001 0.0015 0.059 0.077 0.12 3.5 3.5 3.5 4.8 5 5.4

LQM S4UL 1,2-Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA) mg/kg 0.0071 0.011 0.019 0.0092 0.013 0.023 0.67 0.97 1.7 29 29 29 21 24 28

LQM S4UL 1,1,1-Trichloroethane mg/kg 8.8 1.8 39 9 18 40 660 1300 3000 14000 14000 14000 57000 76000 100000

LQM S4UL 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane mg/kg 1.6 3.4 7.5 3.9 8 17 270 550 11000 1400 1400 1400 1800 2100 2300

LQM S4UL 1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane mg/kg 1.2 2.8 6.4 1.5 3.5 8.2 0.79 1.9 4.4 1400 1400 1400 1500 1800 2100

LQM S4UL Tetrachloroethene (PCE) mg/kg 0.18 0.39 0.9 0.18 0.4 0.92 19 42 95 1400 1400 1400 810 1100 1500

LQM S4UL Tetrachloromethane (carbon tetrachloride) mg/kg 0.026 0.056 0.13 0.026 0.056 0.13 2.9 6.3 14 890 920 950 190 270 400

Proposed End Use

Residential without Homegrown 

Produce  
Commercial Public Open Space (POS) resi Public Open Space (POS) park

Residential with Homegrown 

Produce  

Last Reviewed March 2019



Brownfield Solutions Ltd Generic Assessment Criteria (GAC)

Source Contaminant Unit

SOM (%) 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6 1 2.5 6

Proposed End Use

Residential without Homegrown 

Produce  
Commercial Public Open Space (POS) resi Public Open Space (POS) park

Residential with Homegrown 

Produce  

LQM S4UL Trichloroethene (TCE) mg/kg 0.016 0.034 0.075 0.017 0.036 0.08 1.2 2.6 5.7 120 120 120 70 91 120

LQM S4UL Trichloromethane (chloroform) mg/kg 0.91 1.7 3.4 1.2 2.1 4.2 99 170 350 2500 2500 2500 2600 2800 3100

LQM S4UL Chlorobenzene mg/kg 0.45 1 2.4 0.46 1 2.4 56 130 290 11000 13000 14000 1300 2000 2900

LQM S4UL 1, 2 Dichlorobenzene mg/kg 23 55 130 24 57 130 2000 4800 11000 90000 95000 98000 24000 26000 51000

LQM S4UL 1, 3 Dichlorobenzene mg/kg 0.4 1 2.3 0.44 1.1 2.5 30 73 170 300 300 300 390 440 470

LQM S4UL 1, 4 Dichlorobenzene mg/kg 61 150 350 61 150 340 4400 10000 25000 17000 17000 17000 26000 36000 36000

LQM S4UL 1, 2, 3 Trichlorobenzene mg/kg 1.5 3.6 8.6 1.5 3.7 8.8 102 250 590 1800 1800 1800 770 1100 1600

LQM S4UL 1, 2, 4 Trichlorobenzene mg/kg 2.6 6.4 15 2.6 6.4 15 220 530 1300 15000 17000 19000 1700 2600 4000

LQM S4UL 1, 2, 3, 4 Trichlorobenzene mg/kg 0.33 0.81 1.9 0.33 0.81 1.9 23 55 130 1700 1700 1800 280 580 860

LQM S4UL 1, 2, 3, 4 Tetrachlorobenzene mg/kg 15 36 78 24 56 120 1700 3080 4400 830 830 830 1500 1600 1600

LQM S4UL 1, 2, 3, 5 Tetrachlorobenzene mg/kg 0.66 1.6 3.7 0.75 1.9 4.3 49 120 240 78 79 79 110 120 130

LQM S4UL 1, 2, 4, 5 Tetrachlorobenzene mg/kg 0.33 0.77 1.6 0.73 1.7 3.5 42 72 96 13 13 13 25 26 26

LQM S4UL Pentachlorobenzene mg/kg 5.8 12 22 19 30 38 640 770 830 100 100 100 190 190 190

LQM S4UL Hexachlorobenze mg/kg 1.8 3.3 4.9 4.1 5.7 6.7 110 120 120 16 16 16 30 30 30

LQM/CIEH S4ULs copyright Land Quality Manangment Limited reproduced with permission; Publication Number S4UL3237. All rights reserved.

See LQM/CIEH S4ULs for Human Health Risk Assessment document for notes regarding derivation.

Last Reviewed March 2019
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Re-Use Of Waste - Guidance Note 

 

Definition of Waste 

The Environment Agency considers waste to be “...any material that is discarded, or intended to be discarded...”  This includes 

any soil from trenches, footing, site strip etc.  It is no longer required in its original location, therefore it is considered to be 

waste.  

 

CL:AIRE: Code of Practice  

Where materials are excavated for construction purposes, wherever possible these should be retained on site for engineering 

purposes if they are suitable for use.  This can be implemented under the CL:AIRE “Development Industry Code of Practice for 

the Definition of Waste” (CL:AIRE DoWCoP), also commonly referred to as a “Materials Management Plan”. 

 

The developer/contractor is advised to complete all works under the DoWCoP. 

 

Potential scenarios where soils may be able to be re‐used: 

 

 Material capable of being used in another place on the same site without treatment. 

 Material capable of being used in another place on the same site following ex‐situ treatment on site. 

 Material capable of being used in another development site without treatment (Direct Transfer). 

 Material capable of being used in another development site following ex‐situ treatment on another site eg Hub site. 

The Code of Practice requires 4 No. Factors to be addressed: 

 

1. Protection of human health and protection of the environment. 

2. Suitability of use, without further treatment. 

3. Certainty of use. 

4. Quantity of material. 

In order to satisfy these requirements the following are required: 

 

i) Consultation/approval with Local Authority & Environment Agency to confirm they have no objections to the proposed 

re‐use of waste soils, or the risk assessments for the site. 

ii) Risk Assessments to demonstrate that the site does not present an Environmental Hazard. 

iii) Remediation Strategy for contaminated sites (or Design Statement for non‐contaminated sites). 

iv) Materials Management Plan (MMP) which details material generated stockpiles and the end use. 

v) Volume calculations. 

vi) Planning permission for the development. 

vii) Contractual details to be clear, regarding who steps in is a contractor goes into administration/liquidation. 

The use of the CoP is effectively industry regulated, there is a requirement to appoint an independent Qualified Person (QP) 

who checks all the requirements have been met and registers the documentation with the Environment Agency.  This person 

must not have had any involvement with the preparing of the risk assessments or remedial strategy on the site. 

Soils which require treatment on site (eg bioremediation, stabilisation) will require an Environmental Permit for treatment, 

together with justification and validation to prove, once treated, this material is suitable for use.   

Site management procedures need to be in place to ensure that material is tracked through from excavation stockpiling, 

treatment and remediation processes.  Should the process of material tracking be considered non‐robust, or not adhered to, 

this may fail the test whether excavated materials may be considered non‐waste.  
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Waste Classification For Soils 

 

Introduction 

Waste producers have a duty of care to classify the waste they are producing: 

 before it is collected, disposed of or recovered. 

 to identify the controls that apply to the movement of the waste. 

 to complete waste documents and records. 

 to identify suitably authorised waste management options. 

 to prevent harm to people and the environment.   

 

The most sustainable and economic method of dealing with waste soil is usually the retention and re‐use on site.  Where 

this is not possible there are three main options for the disposal of soils: 

1. Disposal to a permitted waste recycling facility. 

2. Re‐use on another site (subject to the suitability). 

3. Disposal to a landfill site. 

The disposal to a permitted facility will be subject to the specific conditions of the permits for each individual facility and 

will vary dependent on location and environmental sensitivity of the receiving site.  Re‐use on another site will also be 

subject to the acceptability criteria of that site. 

 

The guidance below relates to disposal to landfill sites only. 

 

Background for Landfill Disposal 

In July 2005 the United Kingdom implemented the European Directive 1999/31/EC (The Landfill Directive), this introduced 

the current regime for waste and waste disposal to landfill.  The Landfill Directive places controls on waste disposal.  These 

controls include requirements to follow the waste acceptance procedures and criteria that have been agreed by the 

Council of the European Union and are laid out in Council Decision 2003/33/EC.   

 

Before a waste can be accepted at a landfill site, the landfill operator must be satisfied that the waste meets his permit 

conditions, the waste acceptance procedures (WAP) and waste acceptance criteria (WAC).  

 

If disposal to landfill is the best management option for the waste soils, these procedures must be followed or the 

operator may refuse to accept the waste. 

 

Key Points 

 Not all waste can be landfilled 

 Landfills are classified according to whether they can accept hazardous, non-hazardous or inert wastes. 

 Wastes can only be accepted at a landfill if they meet the waste acceptance criteria (WAC) for that class of 

landfill. 

 Most wastes must be treated before you can send them to landfill. 

 There are formal processes for identifying and checking wastes that must be followed before wastes can be 

accepted at a landfill site. 

 

Classification 

Wastes are listed in the European Waste Catalogue (EWC 2002) and grouped according to generic industry, process or 

waste types.  Wastes within the EWC are either hazardous or non‐hazardous.  Some of these wastes are hazardous 

without further assessment (absolute entries) or are ‘mirror’ entries that require further assessment of their hazardous 

properties in order to determine whether they are hazardous waste. 

 

Waste soil has mirror entries on the EWC and as such the first phase of the waste classification process is that of 

determining if the waste is hazardous or not i.e the hazard assessment.  The most common EWC waste codes related to 

soil are: 

 

17 05  soil (including excavated soil from contaminated sites), stones and dredging spoil 

17 05 03* soil and stones containing dangerous substances  

17 05 04  soil and stones other than those mentioned in 17 05 03 

 

Soils may contain certain contaminants (eg asbestos, oil,) which have prescribed concentration thresholds, that if 

breached will render the material hazardous waste.  These are based on specific “hazardous properties” which include 

hazards such as carcinogenicity, flammability and toxicity.   
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In the first instance the concentrations of plausible contaminants within the soil should be identified and wastes should 

be classified based on their total concentrations.   

 

Waste Definitions 

Inert  Will not undergo any significant physical, chemical or biological transformations. 

 Will not dissolve. 

 Will not burn. 

 Will not physically or chemically react. 

 Will not biodegrade. 

 Will not adversely affect other matter with which it comes into contact in a way likely to give 

rise to environmental pollution or harm to human health. 

 Has insignificant total leachability and pollutant content. 

 Produces a leachate with an ecotoxicity that is insignificant (if it produces leachate). 

Non‐Hazardous Is not inert (see above) 

Is not hazardous (see below) 

Hazardous Soil has hazardous properties as defined in WM3 (Guidance on the classification and assessment 

of waste (1st edition 2015)‐ Technical Guidance) 

Stable Non‐reactive 

hazardous waste# 

 

Hazardous waste, the leaching behaviour of which will not change adversely in the long‐term, 

under landfill design conditions or foreseeable accidents either: in the waste alone (for example, 

by biodegradation), under the impact of long‐term ambient conditions (for example, water, air, 

temperature or mechanical constraints) or by the impact of other wastes (including waste products 

such as leachate and gas). 

# This option allows hazardous waste that is stable and thus has a low leaching potential to be deposited in cells with a standard of 

containment consistent with non‐hazardous wastes.  

 

WAC Testing 

The purpose of WAC analysis is to confirm that the waste complies with the relevant WAC for the receiving landfill. If the 

waste has any disposal route other than a landfill site (e.g. recycling facility, incineration etc) the WAC is not relevant. 

Furthermore the WAC limits cannot be used to make an assessment of whether a waste is hazardous.  WAC testing does 

however define if a non‐hazardous waste is suitable for an inert landfill.  

 

Classification based on 

Total Concentrations1 
Non-Hazardous Waste Hazardous Waste 

WAC testing 
Below inert WAC 

limit values: 

Above inert WAC 

limit values: 

Below hazardous 

WAC limit values 

Above hazardous 

WAC limit values  

Landfill requirements INERT landfill 
NON‐HAZARDOUS 

landfill2 
HAZARDOUS landfill PRE‐TREATMENT3 

1 Total concentrations are defined as tests results on solids as opposed to leachate (i.e. a liquid).   

2 Individual sites may have certain limit values pre‐determined in their licence.   

3 After pre‐treatment the material characteristics may have changed to an extent that allow the soil to be re‐classified.   

Hydrocarbons in Soils 

WM3 uses the term Oil or Waste Oil to cover hydrocarbons products such as fuel oil, petrol or diesel.  These are defined 

by WM3 as hazardous under an absolute entry in the List of Wastes.  However hydrocarbons in soils are a mixture rather 

than a pure product and are therefore not absolute entries.   

 

Known Oils 

The simplest scenario is where the identity of the contaminating oil is known or can be identified. If the oil is known the 

manufacturer’s or supplier’s REACH compliant safety data sheet for the specific oil can be obtained and the hazard 

statement codes on that Safety Data Sheet can be used for the hazardous waste assessment. 

 

Where the identity of the oil can only be identified down to a petroleum group level (i.e. the contaminating oil is known 

to be diesel, but the specific type/brand is unknown), then the classification of that petroleum group should be used in 

the assessment. The marker compounds associated with that petroleum group may be used to confirm carcinogenicity. 

 

Oils may contain a range of hydrocarbons, so the presence of for instance Diesel Range Organics (DRO) does not enable 

the assessor to conclude that diesel is present. These hydrocarbons may have arisen from other oils, the laboratory needs 
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to provide an interpretation of the chromatograph to determine if it is consistent with diesel or weathered diesel as a 

whole. 

 

The concentration of known oils should be determined using a method that as a minimum spans the range in which the 

carbon numbers for that known oil fall. 

 

Unknown Oils 

Where hydrocarbons are contaminating soils it is likely that the oil will be unknown or cannot be determined. 

WM3 states that: 

For contaminated land specific consideration must be given to the following before proceeding; 

 The presence of other organic contaminants, for example solvents or coal tar that could be detected as 

hydrocarbons. Coal Tar is not an oil and is considered separately in WM3 example 2. Where the site history or 

investigation indicates the presence of hydrocarbons from oil and other sources (e.g. coal tar), and the origin of 

the hydrocarbons cannot reliably be assigned to either, then a worst case approach of considering the 

hydrocarbons both as waste oil (in accordance with this example) and from other sources, for example coal tar 

should be taken. 

 The presence of diesel, or weathered diesel, should be specifically considered by the laboratory and where this 

is confirmed by the hydrocarbon profile the oil should be assessed as a known or identified oil (diesel). 

 

The use of marker compounds is optional; however it is recommended that where possible the marker compounds should 

be used.  WM3 states: 

If the identity of the oil is unknown, and the petroleum group cannot be established, then the oil contaminating the 

waste can be classified as non‐carcinogenic/mutagenic due to the presence of oil if all three of the following criteria 

are met: 

 The waste contains benzo[a]pyrene (BaP) at a concentration of less than 0.01% (1/10,000th) of the TPH 

concentration (This is the carcinogenic limit specified in table 3.1 of the CLP for BaP) 

 This has been determined by an appropriate and representative sampling approach in accordance with the 

principles set out in Appendix D of WM3, and 

 The analysis clearly demonstrates, for example by carbon bands or chromatograph, and the laboratory has 

reasonably concluded that the hydrocarbons present have not arisen from petrol or diesel. 

 

For example: 

TPH Concentration  

(mg/kg) 
Petrol or Diesel BaP (mg/kg) Classification 

10,000 No 0.9 Non‐ Hazardous 

1,000 No Not available Hazardous 

1,000 Yes Not relevant Hazardous 

 

References 

1. Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2010 (as amended) (EP Regulations), the Landfill Directive (1999/31/EC) and the subsequent 

Council Decisions. 

2. Environment Agency Environmental Permitting Regulations: “Inert Waste Guidance‐ Standards and Measures for the Deposit of Inert Waste on Land” 2009. 

3. Environment Agency “Waste acceptance at landfills ‐ Guidance on waste acceptance procedures and criteria” Nov 2010. 

4. Environment Agency “Guidance on the classification and assessment of waste (Technical Guidance WM3)”. 

5. Classification, Labelling and Packaging of Substances Regulation (EC 1272/2008) (CLP). 

6. Directive 2008/98/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 19 November 2008 on waste and repealing certain Directives 

7. 2014/955/EU: Commission Decision of 18 December 2014 amending Decision 2000/532/EC on the list of waste pursuant to Directive 2008/98/EC of the 

European Parliament 

8. Environmental Permitting Guidance The Landfill Directive For the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2010 Updated March 2010 

Version 3.1 

9. Classification, Labelling and Packaging of Substances Regulation (EC 1272/2008) (CLP). 
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Additional Asbestos Guidance Notes  

 

Disposal 

The 1st Edition of WM3 “Guidance on the classification and assessment of waste”, details the way in which Asbestos is 

assessed within soils.   

 

The assessment of asbestos containing waste is dependent on whether the asbestos is present as: 

 Fibres that are free and dispersed, or  

 Identifiable pieces of asbestos containing materials (ACM’s) 

 
 

Identifiable pieces of asbestos are any particle of a size that can be identified as potentially being asbestos by a competent 

person if examined by the naked eye.  The result is that commonly soils with visible ACM’s are sorted and the ACM’s 

removed by hand picking and separate disposal. 

Asbestos concentrations below 0.001% by mass are below standard laboratory detection limits and are not currently 

regarded as containing asbestos for the purposes of disposal and may be disposed of to an inert landfill site1.  These levels 

are often termed “trace” by laboratories. 

Asbestos concentrations between 0.001% and 0.1% are stable non‐reactive hazardous waste (SNRHW)1. Waste transfer 

stations where soil recycling takes place may be able to take SNRHW, but are unlikely to take soils containing asbestos 

above trace concentrations. 

The following codes should be assigned to the asbestos waste as appropriate:  

 

17 06  Insulation materials and asbestos-containing construction materials  

17 06 01 Insulation materials containing asbestos 

17 06 03 Other insulation materials consisting of or containing hazardous substances 

17 06 04 Insulation materials other than those mentioned in 17 06 01 and 17 06 03  

17 06 05 Construction material containing asbestos  

WM3 indicates that 17 06 05 would normally be used in preference to 17 06 01 for the asbestos in asbestos contaminated 

soil and stones. 
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Construction materials containing asbestos and “other suitable materials” may be landfilled at landfills for non‐hazardous 

waste in accordance with the Landfill Directive without testing. 

 

This means that wastes that are only hazardous because of their asbestos content can be disposed of at landfills for non‐

hazardous waste in separate landfill cells that only accept asbestos wastes and other suitable materials.  The Landfill 

Directive requires that stable non‐reactive hazardous waste shall not be deposited with biodegradable waste (for example 

organic material, household waste, paper etc..) and must meet the waste acceptance criteria set out in accordance with 

Annex II. 

 

Construction 

Health and Safety Executive (HSE) guidance on asbestos is not directly related to soil and much of the guidance focuses 

on the removal of asbestos from buildings.  The overarching legislation is the Control of Asbestos Regulation (CAR 2012).  

However where work involves (or is likely to involve) contact with asbestos then CAR 2012 requires a risk assessment 

including whether or not the work is licensed or notifiable non‐licensed work and may require an Asbestos Management 

Plan.  Work becomes notifiable if it is considered that the control limit could be exceeded. 

Brownfield sites frequently have soils that contain asbestos and the presence of asbestos needs to be considered within 

the context of construction, particularly in relation to groundworks.  The exposure of soils and the use of excavators and 

plant to move soil around increases the possibility of fibres becoming airborne.  However it is good site practice to not 

generate dusts and to employ dust suppression on all sites regardless of the presence of asbestos. 

The legal control limit for asbestos is 0.1f/ml over a continuous four hour period.  The control limit is not a ‘safe' level and 

exposure from work activities involving asbestos must be reduced to as far below the control limit as possible. 

Clearly the higher the concentrations in the soil the greater potential there is for fibres to be released, however IOM 

publication TM/88/14 “the release of dispersed asbestos fibres from soil” 1988 concludes that: 

 

 Mixtures of asbestos in dry soils with asbestos content as low as 0.001% can produce airborne respirable 

asbestos concentrations greater than 0.1f/ml in dust clouds where the respirable dust concentrations are less 

than 5mg/m3. 

 An action limit is recommended of no higher than 0.001% asbestos in soils above which steps should be taken 

to minimise exposure to airborne fibres (eg by wetting). 

 The addition of relatively small quantities (10%) of water can reduce the airborne fibre concentrations by an 

order of magnitude. 

Where asbestos has been identified at concentrations above 0.001% as free and dispersed fibres in the soil precautions 

need to be adopted.  Concentrations below this are considered to be normal background, although good site practice 

dictates that the generation of dusts should be avoided and therefore any fugitive fibre release from minor concentrations 

should be kept to a practical minimum. 

 

End Use 

The use of materials containing asbestos and material containing asbestos is prohibited under EU legislation.  There is 

currently a Joint Industry Working Group (JIWG) tasked with producing a Code of Practice for Asbestos in Soil, Made 

Ground and Construction & Demolition Material that will clarify in due course the position of the various government 

agencies.   

Asbestos containing materials can remain in situ under a suitable cover system which may be hardsurfacing or soft 

landscaping (with or without hard dig layers and markers).   

There is a risk that future maintenance may compromise such systems and details of the presence of asbestos should be 

kept in the Health and Safety File. 

Preliminary publications from JIWG (April 2015) provide guides for decision making in relation to construction.  These are 

at a “Beta” test stage and further publications will be provided in due course. 

The re‐use of waste soils should be undertaken in accordance with the CL:AIRE Code of Practice and is subject to suitable 

risk assessments demonstrating low risk .  There is nothing that specifically excludes the re‐use of soils containing asbestos 

as fill to raise levels.  However the movement of materials increases the risk of fibres becoming airborne and suitable 

precautions will be required.   

The re‐use of soils containing asbestos at concentrations above hazardous waste levels is likely to meet with regulatory 

opposition.  Assuming a suitable strategy could be agreed this would take a considerable amount of time and is only likely 

to be feasible where there is a long program for implementation. 
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